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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 6/4/2009, with respect to the prior art of Knight have 
been fully considered and are persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. 
However, upon further consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is made in view of 
Czeiger and Liao, as outlined below. 

Drawings 

2. The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .83(a). The drawings must show 
every feature of the invention specified in the claims. Therefore, the ceasing the 
provision of at least one service in favor of allowing the second network to provide the at 
least one service of independent claim 2 and ceasing the implementation of the at least 
one service in the gateway in favor of allowing the second network to provide the at 
least one service must be shown or the feature(s) canceled from the claim(s). No new 
matter should be entered. 

Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in 
reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended 
replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate 
prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure 
number of an amended drawing should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure 
is to be canceled, the appropriate figure must be removed from the replacement sheet, 



Application/Control Number: 10/699,577 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2442 

and where necessary, the remaining figures must be renumbered and appropriate 
changes made to the brief description of the several views of the drawings for 
consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the renumbering 
of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an 
application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New 
Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, 
the applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next 
Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

In Applicant's response dated 6/4/2009, Applicant stated that the gateway of 
claim 2 is illustrated throughout the figures (e.g., Fig. 1-2 and 4). The Examiner notes 
that 37 CFR 1 .83(a) requires that "The drawing in a non provisional application must show every 
feature of the invention specified in the claims. However, conventional features disclosed in the 
description and claims, where their detailed illustration is not essential for a proper understanding of the 
invention, should be illustrated in the drawing in the form of a graphical drawing symbol or a labeled 

representation..." In the instant case, at least the features of: ceasing the provision of at 
least one service in favor of allowing the second network to provide the at least one 
service of independent claim 2 and ceasing the implementation of the at least one 
service in the gateway in favor of allowing the second network to provide the at least 
one service, are not shown in the drawings. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 2-5, 7, 11-14, 16, 20-22, and 26-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Czeiger et al. (US 6,683,883), hereinafter referred to as 
Czeiger, in view of Liao et al. (US 2004/0024905), hereinafter referred to as Liao. 
a. As per claims 2 and 1 1 , Czeiger discloses a gateway comprising: 

a first port coupled to a first network and a second port coupled to a 
second network (Figures 1-4, Col 5 lines 21-26); and 

processes implemented within the gateway for implementing at least one 
service on behalf of the second network (Col 2 lines 10-33). However, Czeiger fails to 
explicitly disclose wherein the gateway implements processes which determine when 
the at least one service is implemented in the second network or ceasing provision of at 
least one service in favor of allowing the second network to provide the at least one 
service. 

Liao teaches processes implemented within the gateway for identifying at 
least one service provided by the first network that is not provided by the second 
network (Para. 0006-0008), determining when the at least one service is implemented in 
the second network (Para. 0040,0042, 0051), and ceasing the provision of the at least 
one service in favor of allowing the second network to provide the at least one service 
(Para. 0040,0042). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to incorporate the use of a gateway determining when 
at least one service is provided in a first and a second network, and ceasing the 
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provision of the at least one service in favor of allowing the second network to provide 
the at least on service with the prior art of Czeiger. One of ordinary skill in the art would 
have done so for the purpose of permitting a gateway to interconnect a first and second 
network direct communication where the first and second networks utilize different 
services such as discovery and management protocols to provide a protocol- 
transparent interface between Infiniband and Fibre Channel network devices (Para. 
0006-0008, 0010). 

b. As per claims 3, 12, 20, and 26, Czeiger discloses wherein at least one of 
the networks comprises a fibre channel network (Col 2 lines 47-57). 

c. As per claims 4, 1 3, 21 and 27, Czeiger discloses wherein at least one of 
the networks comprises an Internet Protocol network (Col 2 lines 49-57). 

d. As per claims 5, 14, 22, and 28 Czeiger wherein at least one of the first 
and second networks comprises a SAN (Col 1 line 66 through Col. 2 line 9 - see iSCSI 
and FC protocols). 

e. As per claims 7 and 16, Czeiger discloses a gateway comprising a first 
port coupled to a first network and a second port coupled to a second network (Figures 
1-4, Col 5 lines 21-26); and 

processes implemented in the gateway for implementing the at least one 
service on behalf of the second network (Col 2 lines 10-33). However, Czeiger fails to 
explicitly disclose wherein the gateway implements processes which determine when 
the at least one service is implemented in the second network or wherein the at least 
one service provided by the first network comprises a discovery service and the 
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processes implemented within the gateway comprise a discovery service implemented 
on behalf of the second network. 

Liao teaches processes implemented in a gateway for identifying at least 
one service provided by the first network that is not provided by the second network 
(Para. 0006-0008), and wherein the at least one service provided by the first network 
comprises a discovery service and the processes implemented within the gateway 
comprise a discovery service implemented on behalf of the second network (Para. 
0039,0087). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to incorporate the use of determining when the service is 
implemented in the second network as well as a discovery service and the processes 
implemented within the gateway comprising a discovery service implemented on behalf 
of the second network with the ISCSI-FCP gateway of Czeiger. One of ordinary skill in 
the art would have done so for the purpose of permitting a gateway to interconnect a 
first and second network direct communication where the first and second networks 
utilize different services such as discovery and management protocols to provide a 
protocol-transparent interface between Infiniband and Fibre Channel network devices 
(Para. 0006-0008, 0010). 



5. Claims 9, 1 8, 23-25, and 29-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Czeiger in view of Liao and further in view of Cho et al. {A Method for 
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Accommodating Storage Service in Optical Access System), hereinafter referred to as 
Cho. 

a. As per claims 9 and 18, Czeiger discloses a gateway comprising: 
a first port coupled to a first network and a second port coupled to a 
second network (Figures 1-4, Col 5 lines 21-26); and 

processes implemented within the gateway for implementing at least one 
service on behalf of the second network (Col 2 lines 10-33). However, Czeiger fails to 
explicitly disclose wherein the gateway implements processes which determine when 
the at least one service is implemented in the second network or wherein the at least 
one service comprises a security server implemented on behalf of the second network. 

Liao teaches processes implemented within the gateway for identifying at 
least one service provided by the first network that is not provided by the second 
network (Para. 0006-0008). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate the use of determining when 
the service is implemented in the second network as well as a discovery service and the 
processes implemented within the gateway comprising a discovery service implemented 
on behalf of the second network with the ISCSI-FCP gateway of Czeiger. One of 
ordinary skill in the art would have done so for the purpose of permitting a gateway to 
interconnect a first and second network direct communication where the first and 
second networks utilize different services such as discovery and management protocols 
to provide a protocol-transparent interface between Infiniband and Fibre Channel 
network devices (Para. 0006-0008, 0010). 
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Cho teaches a iSCSI-Fibre Channel interconnection gateway including a 
Security Processor Module for providing IPSec security processing for iSCSI data in IP 
network environments (Fig. 1 and 4, Page 661 , Page 662 lines 1 -7). It would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
incorporate the use of IPSec processing in network interconnection gateways with the 
prior art of Czeiger. One of ordinary skill in the art would have done so for the purpose 
of providing proper security and authentication data associated with a connection (Page 
661). 

b. As per claims 23 and 29, Czeiger discloses wherein at least one of the 
networks comprises a fibre channel network (Col 2 lines 47-57). 

c. As per claims 24 and 30, Czeiger discloses wherein at least one of the 
networks comprises an Internet Protocol network (Col 2 lines 49-57). 

d. As per claims 25 and 31 , Czeiger wherein at least one of the first and 
second networks comprises a SAN (Col 1 line 66 through Col. 2 line 9 - see iSCSI and 
FC protocols). 

Conclusion 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to GRANT FORD whose telephone number is (571)272- 
8630. The examiner can normally be reached on 8-5:30 Mon-Thurs alternating Fridays. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew Caldwell can be reached on (571)272-3868. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Andrew Caldwell/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art 

Unit 2442 

/G. FV 

Examiner, Art Unit 2442 



